
70

65

10
5

55

(51
)

3

78

32

10
5

97

(47) 52
68

68 (54)

41

10
5

(48)

10
5 97

(69) 105

52

15
7

70 (64)

(22
)

(57
)

6

(99
)

(67
)

71

52 50

(57
) 78

3

70(68)

70

27

(36
)

37

50

(45)

10
2

(10
) (1

4)

(98)

50

52 52

(19
6)

58

75

52

52

12
2

(22
)

(35
)

4

37

(82)

75

35

(45)

(36
)

70

(46
)

52

62

18

(50)

52

52

100

103

50

65

70

60
60

71

68

70

12
3

24

(33)

36
10

2

78

52

54

62 43

34

21
0

21
0

(20
6)

(18)

58

80

(45
) 30

70 105

53

(17)

32

(46)

78
(35

)

52

70

52

(66
)

52

73

75

52

(57
)

35

157

15
0

(37
)

52

85

52

70

10
5

53

105

24

(54
)

70

70

52 (45)

10
5

10
5

65

54

53

52

(35)

(13
4)

(223)

(62)

52

52

(93
)

37

49
(10

5)

105

40

(38
)

68

(15
)

74

38

52

105

85

(98)

(47
)

65
7

54

(103)

105

50

202

53

50

75

(112)

14
0

14
0

19

20

54

70

62

62

105

52

69

63

(20)

(14
8)

50

15
0

50

(14
6)

(76
)

65

(92
)

(56) (26)

(23)

55

55
10

5

10

105

10

60
70

(15)

(38)

10
2

(97)

52 (47)

52

140

105

51
10

5

(19
6)

(41)

18

(40)

100

100

80

55

70

(48) 70

103

EL
M 

ST

POLK ST

N 
EA

ST
 S

T

OAKWOOD AVE

N 
BL

OO
DW

OR
TH

 S
T

This document is a graphic representation only, 
created from the best available sources. 

The City of Raleigh assumes no responsibility for any errors, 
or misuse of this document.

City of RaleighCity of Raleigh

±0 60 12030
Feet

091-18-CA
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OAKWOOD HISTORIC 
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APPLICANT:
JOHN AND RACHEL HAZELTON

Nature of Project: 
Construct addition; reconstruct 
rear room; change siding
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APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS – STAFF REPORT 
 
091-18-CA 410 N EAST STREET 
Applicant: JOHN AND RACHEL HAZELTON 
Received: 6/13/2018 Meeting Date(s): 
Submission date + 90 days:  9/11/2018 1) 7/26/2018 2)  3)  
 

INTRODUCTION TO THE APPLICATION 
 
Historic District: OAKWOOD HISTORIC DISTRICT 
Zoning: GENERAL HOD 
Nature of Project: Construct addition; reconstruct rear room; remove aluminum windows, 

change siding 
DRAC: An application was reviewed by the Design Review Advisory Committee at its 

July 2, 2018, meeting.  Members in attendance were Dan Becker, Curtis Kasefang, and Mary 
Ruffin Hanbury; also present were John Hazelton, applicant; Tania Tully and Collette 
Kinane, staff. 

Staff Notes: 
• COAs mentioned are available for review 

 
APPLICABLE SECTIONS OF GUIDELINES and DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT 

 
Sections Topic Description of Work 
1.3 Site Features and 

Plantings 
Construct rear addition 

2.5 Roofs Construct rear addition; reconstruct rear room 
2.6 Exterior Walls Construct rear addition; reconstruct rear room; change 

siding 
2.7 Windows and Doors Construct rear addition; reconstruct rear room; remove 

aluminum windows 
3.2 Additions to Historic 

Buildings 
Construct rear addition 

 

  

 
STAFF REPORT 

 
Based on the information contained in the application and staff’s evaluation: 

 
A. Constructing an addition; reconstructing a rear room; removing aluminum windows, and 

changing siding are not incongruous in concept according to Guidelines sections 1.3.1, 1.3.2, 

1.3.6, 1.3.7, 1.3.8, 2.5.1, 2.6.1, 2.6.11, 2.7.7, 2.7.11, 2.7.13, 3.2.1, 3.2.2, 3.2.4, 3.2.5, 3.2.6, 3.2.7, 

3.2.8, 3.2.9, 3.2.10, 3.2.11, 3.2.12, and the following suggested facts: 

1* The application includes pages from the “Inventory of Structures in The Oakwood National 

Register Historic Districts” Raleigh, North Carolina By Matthew Brown, Historian, Society 
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for the Preservation of Historic Oakwood Researched and written from 2004 to 2015.  That 

document describes the house as a Victorian gable-front-and-wing frame cottage, c.1887, 

with a rear ell that was possibly added by 1909, and a kitchen wing that was connected or 

enclosed by 1914. Several additional alterations have occurred over time.  In the 1960s, the 

house was “modernized:” sided in aluminum and the original windows were replaced by 

aluminum windows. 

2* The subject property is within the original boundaries of Oakwood Historic Districts listed 

in the National Register in 1974.  That nomination form does not contain an inventory list 

nor a clearly defined period of significance.  The Commission has generally used the mid-

1930s as the end date.  A draft update of the nomination, including an inventory list is under 

review by the State Historic Preservation Office.   That draft document reaffirms the 

information included in Matthew Brown’s inventory, and classifies the building as 

contributing. 

3* The application states that no trees are proposed to be removed.  A site plan was provided 

showing tree sizes, species and critical root zones.  A tree protection plan was also provided. 

4* The proposed addition is at the rear of the house. 

5* The proposed addition is at the same level as the historic house.  The addition is offset from 

the existing house by a three-sided deck that serves as a spacer that will preserve the gable 

end of the house.  The addition will be attached to the previously enclosed kitchen wing and 

porches. 

6* As shown in the side elevations, the roof ridge of the addition will be lower in height than 

the roof ridge height of the historic house.  The elevations were not dimensioned. 

7* The addition is proposed to be clad in wood siding to match the existing wood siding found 

underneath the aluminum siding – the application notes that this is guessed to be 4.5” reveal 

wood siding - while the roofing is to be architectural shingles that match the existing roof.   

8* Paint is proposed to match the existing house. 

9* The foundation of both the addition and the rebuilt kitchen wing and enclosed porches will 

be painted brick to match the existing. 

10* Full lite French doors are proposed for the rear elevation and the proposed side deck. 

Specifications were provided. 
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11* Three styles of windows are proposed.  Wood double-hung two-over-two windows of two 

different sizes are proposed to replace the current aluminum windows.  The elevations 

show windows of a comparable size to the style of the house, but the application notes that 

the actual window size will be determined when the framing is uncovered during the 

project.  The applicant intends to install windows that fit the original opening, if possible. 

The windows will be installed as either single or paired units.  Two smaller wood casement 

windows are proposed on the north facade, appearing to be the same dimensions as the top 

portion of the double-hung windows.  Specifications were provided. 

12* Built area to open space analysis:  According to the applicant, the lot is 8,639 SF.  The 

footprint of the house is 3,297 SF.  The proportion of built area to open space is currently 

38%.  The footprint of all the proposed built area is 3,700 SF.  The proportion of built area to 

open space is proposed to be 43%. 

13* The application includes analysis of the existing built area to open space ratios of properties 

in the immediate neighborhood showing a range of 25% to 62% 

14* Exterior lighting was not shown on the drawings, nor were specifications provided. 

15* Gutters and downspouts were not shown on the drawings, nor were specifications 

provided. 

 

Staff suggests that the committee approve the application, with the following conditions: 

1. That should a contractor/craftsman with experience rehabilitating historic buildings provide 

evidence that more than 50% of the original wood siding is deteriorated beyond repair on 

any given side the entire side may be replaced provided that: 

a. The condition assessment be provided to and approved by staff;  

b. That the new siding match the original wood siding in design, dimension, detail, 

texture, pattern, color, and material; 

c. That the new siding specifications be provided to and approved by staff prior to 

removal of the existing wood siding. 

2. That tree protection plans be implemented and remain in place for the duration of 

construction. 

3. That details and specifications for the following be provided to and approved by staff prior 

to installation or construction:  
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a. Should the original window framing remain intact and alter the size of the specified 

windows in the application, provide new specifications to staff 

b. Manufacturer’s specifications for exterior lighting, and location on the building; 

c. Specifications for the gutters and downspouts, and location on the building. 

 



















































































5'

5'

10'

5'

5'

10'

28'

35'

7'

8'

Tree Protection
Fence to be installed
prior to the beginning
of construction.

Fencing to be orange
snow fencing.

Site access can be
from back of property
or front.

Dumpster to be
located in alley or on
street.

Laydown area
permitted anywhere
outside of tree
protection fencing.

1'

Fencing to be installed
around right side of CRZ.
Extra area is provided as
the majority of the CRZ
on the left side is
covered in pavement. 

Pavement area outside
fencing can be used as
laydown area. 

Particular care should be
taken to reduce any
impact to tree trunk or
branches if materials are
brought in from the back
alley.

Tree Protection Plan by
Katie Rose Levin
Certified Arboirst
SO-6744A



Eastern Red Cedar (16")

Crape Myrtle, MultistemCrape Myrtle, Multistem

Mulberry Tree (6")

Black Cherry (18")

Hackberry (6")



 
Adjacent Neighbor – 412 N East (left) 

 

 
Adjacent Neighbor – 412 N East  

 

 
Adjacent Neighbor – 414 N East (left) and 412 N East (right) 



 
Adjacent Neighbors –408 N East (right) 

 

 
Adjacent Neighbors – 408 N East 
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